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Who hold * 
INFANT-BAPTISM 
| . To be no al ont 
NB APT [ 8 M. 


0 dear Friends and Neighbouts 


(tne I hae for ou 0n the conf 
t Danger 1 apprehend you to be in, 
an Opinion which unchriſtians all the Chriſtian | 
World, is the reaſon why 1 thus addreſs my ſelf 
dd you, I am willing to 1 
you from whar is ſo miſchievous to your ſelyes, and ſo de- 
ſtructive of the Peace of the Chriſtian Church. Not that I can 
|. PRE y more for the Practice of Infant Baptiſm chart 
as already been ſaid : But 1 hope to ſay what T have to fay 
in fewer Words, and to ſpeak mth — Plainneſs than is 
ſometimes done. All chat I have to deſire of you; is, that 
vou! read and confider what I here lay before you, without 
Prejudice; and that would nor I vis e 
"4 write chis to you out of a defire to encreaſe a Party, but pure- 
ly to contribute to-the Peace of the Chriſtian Church, and the 
— our own Souls ; And I charitably hope, if by theſe 
of mine, you ſhell find any Nl i Wb 
of your being being in the Right, that you'll not be aſnam d do on 
i ice $916 gee whe mere mille, | * 
A 2 . 
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As far as I have found by my Converſation with you, the 


chief Reaſons of your queſtioning the lawfulneſs and validity 
of Infant - Baptiſm are, That, as you ſay, you find no Command 
in all the New Teſtament to orgs — but that rather we 
are forbidden there ſo to do; Faith and Repentance being there re- 
quired of all Perſons to be Baptized, which are Conditions which 
Infants are not capable of performing. Theſe are Arguments for 
your Opinion, which I've obſerved you always inſiſt on; 
ſhew us, ſay you, where Infants are commanded to be Baptized, 
prove them to be Believers if you can. 1 ſhall therefore endea- 
_— h 

Firſt, To ſhew you how little Weight there is in theſe Ar- 
guings of yours. And then, 

Secondly, Proceed to ſhew you on what ground the Chriſti- 
an Church admits the Infants of Her Members to Baptiſm, 
which perhaps if you had known, you had not quarrel'd with 
Her for this Prattice of Hers, : 

1. You ſay, That tis no where commanded in the New 
— that Infants ſhall be Baptized. To this I have to 


' That the Chriſtian Church does not pretend to a Com- 
mand for this Her Practice, in ſo many expreſs Words, Te 
ſhall baptize Infants; but She has what is as good, a Warrant 
for it,viz. clear and evident Deductions from the Word of God, 
which are of as great Force as a Command in ſo many ex- 
preſs Words. For that, however we come to the knowledge 
of the Will of God, whether by Inferences drawn from what 
he has ſaid, or by poſitive tions of his Will to us, tis 
our Duty to obſerve it as our Rule to walk by. For twas 
not the deſign of the Holy Spirit, by giving us the Light of 
Revelation to put out that of our Reaſon ; we are ſtill left to 
make uſe of it in our Search into the Scriptures; and by de- 
ligently applying our Minds to what God has reveal d to us w 
ſearch out his Will. 

But to this you'll reply, That this is not denied by you in 


the General, but that in Matters which are of mere poſitive - 


Inſtitution, there ought to be an expreſs Command. 
To this I anſwer, That you contradi& your ſelves in admi- 
niſtring the Sacrament to Women, which is a thing of as mere 
poſitive Inſtitution as Baptiſm. And this Practice you have 
no expreſs Command for, nor ſo much as any Example of, 
and fo, if you'll believe Mr. Keach, one of your noted Wri- 
ters, is forbidden you, fince he lays it down as a 3 
: | as 
. | 6 
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That whatſoever is not commanded in Scripture is forbidden. 


Secondly, We have a'Command for ſigning Infants with the 


outward Seal of the Covenant, which is the reaſon why it is 


not a freſh commanded in the New Teſtament. The Cove- 
nant made with Abraham, was the fame in general with that 


which Baptiſm is the outward Seal of: For it was made on 


the ſame general Conditions, Faith (a) and 

Obedience (); it contain d the ſame gene- ( 4,)Gen.15.6. 
ral Promifes (c, Jtiſtification here, and (- 17. 12. 
d) Eternal Life hereafter, and was found- (c) Rom. 4.3, 
ed on the ſame Conſideration, had equally (d) Gen. 17. 
1 to the ſame Mediator ſe) Chriſt 7. | 
Jeſus. - Now this Covenant, Infants were ex- Heb. 11. ' 13. 
preſly commanded to be entred into by re- ſe ) Gal. 3.16, 
ceiving Circumcifion, which was then ap- 17. 
pointed to be the outward Seal of it. And 
therefore there was no need of a ne Command when Chriſt 


came, ſince he made no Alteration in the ſubſtance of the Co- 
venant, only chang d the Outward Sign of it, fo that whereas 


— it was Circumcifion, it ſhould be for the future Bap- 
m. ROC" 
Againſt this it has been objected, That the Covenant made 


with Abraham was not a Covenant of Grace, but made to ſepa- 
rate the natural Seed of Abraham from all other Nations of the 


World, Cc. 
To make this Objection of any Force, it ſhould have been 
faid, the Covenant made with Abrabam was only made to ſe- 
te, &c. For we do not deny that this was one end of it, 

ut it was not the only end of it, ſo that it might be a Cove- 


nant of Grace for all this. 3 Apoſtle ſays, 


twas a Covenant confirm d by God in ſt, and calls the 
making of it, Preaching the Goſpel to Abraham, Gal. 3. Abra- 
ham is ſaid to have underſtood the Promiſe of the Land of 


Canaan, woe bot, mee + better Inheritance; He looked for a ; 


City, whoſe Builder and Maker is God, Heb. 11. 10. 
Tis indeed a great Miſtake, That God in his Di 


towards thoſe w lived before Chriſt, made them only Tem- | 


poral Promiſes. They had not indeed fo particular and clear 


a Revelation, as we have now given to us by Chriſt, but yet 
the the ſame On- 


in the general they were required to perform 
ditions, and live in the Belief of the ſame Promiſes. 


Tou uſually here confound the Covenant made with Abra- | 
ham with the Law given by Moſes, which are indeed two di- 


Ls e 
(] 


* * 


you ſee God has poſitively commanded Infants to be Sigi d 


3 * 


fiin& Diſpenſations; in the Law there was a 
were, by a reviyal of the Covenant of Wor 


Hence the 


 Apoſile ſays, it was added to the Covenant made with Abra- 


ham —— — Gal. 3. 19. 


not bold, ſince the Church then was — by — Gene: 


ration, whereas it is now conſtituted by ſpiritual Regeneration, 
For the proof of this, Rom. 9. 6, 7, 8. is uſually alledged ; 
which Words, if you'll confider well, you'll find that they 
directly prove the quite con to what you would have 
them, viz. That Church-memberſhip, or Perſons relation un- 
to God as his Children, did not, no not in the Old Teſtament 
Times, proceed from natural Generation, or meerly trom be- 
ing Abraham's Seed according to the Fleſh. 

'Twas an Opinion by wh hick the —— confirmed themſelves 


un their Unbelief, That being deſcended from Abrabom, and 


Circumciſed, they had a Right to the Promiſes made to 4. 


brabam, and ſo had no need to embrace whar the Apoſtle 


preach d to them, being in as good a Condition already. In 
Anſwer to this che Apoſtle tells them, That the Promiſes 


made to Abraham and his Seed, were not made to his natu- 
ral Seed as ſuch; but to thoſe who were Heirs of his * 


that theſe were the Children of the Promiſe, and the 
that was intended in the Promiſe that was made; ſo that the 
Church in Abraham's time, was conſtituted by Spiritual Re- 


generation, as well as it is now ; he yas not a ew that was 


one - outwardly, and Circumcifion was that of the Heart in 

— Spirit. Hence the Members of the Old Teſtament Church, 
iled the Children of God, Saints, a holy and peculiar 

People which are the ſame Titles which are given to thoſe — 

the New Teſtament Church; ſo that 8 the Argum 

Iuſed is ſtill good. The Church in the Old Teſtament be — 


cC.onſtituted as that of the New : The fame things nh 


quired of thoſe who were Members of that, as are now re- 
quired of theſe who are Members of the Chriſtian Church, 
And therefore the fame who were then Elected, and called 
| = try ru A of his Church, my 
not revoked, are continued ſo now, | 
Thus I hope, 1 have ſufficiently anſwer d y 
— m is no where 


Pegs « 


with the Outward Sign of che Covenant, which Appointmem 
f wy 3 
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xy ® 8 
baek as it 
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une alerkd by Chriſt hace be bas rd th 
—_— longer al hr EY 
People, but to be Catholick or or TT) 1 7, of all 


Nations; the Sign of Ci way $00, Henley anfl fo gor | 
fix to be retain'd, and cherefoce vaſhing with Water was ap» 
pointed in its room. 

II. You ſay, that Faith, and Repentance are required by 
God of all Perſons to be Baptized; bur Infants 3 
nor repent, therefore they may not be Baprized, 

To this I have theſe things to lay : | 

1. That throughour che whole New Teſtament, chen ba an | 
place of Scripture which requires AZuat Faith and Repene 
tance always to go — The Goſpel indeed de 
clares what in general are the Conditions of the Covenant, and 
conſequently not of Baptiſm only, but of our Salvation alſo; 
and theſe are Faith and Repentance, uhich every one that i is 
entred into this Covenant is obliged, when ca to per- 
form. But there is no Declaration in the Goſpel that I know 
of, That AA Faith and Repentance are univerſally neceſſary 
to all Perſons whatſoever that ſhall be admitted to Baptiſm : 
And therefore you in requiring theſe things, make that ne- 
cefſury to the being admitted —— which Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles — W 

2. If Faich and Repentance are be performdd 
before Baptiſm, then 1 are always — — but Chriſt 
himſelf has 2 us by his own Example, that they are not 6 


always neceſſary in that he was Raprized, tho he could not 


2 being without ſin, and ſo having nothing to repent 


It ſeems an unreaſonable way of Arguing, abcr 
"15 I ems an une nor no Sins to repent 

they ſhall be excluded the Privilege of being Le. 
Covenant with God. The Scripture intimates on the con- 


trary, that the Innocence of hemleſs . Origi · 


nal Guilt is done away by the Blood of Chriſt, and who ne- 
ver wear exiley. of. Actual Sin, is as pleaſing to God, and 
as agreeable a Qualification for the being admirted i into a Co- 
— * and ſealing it by as 
either the Faith of an Actual ual Believer, or t een 
Rerurning Sinner, | 
4- You may as well infer the ſame * againſt In- 
fans being deer nay, e de e 3 — 5 5 
7 


| | Mark 16. 16;* 'ris no where ſaid, He that del nt ſhall 


miſſion of Perſons into his 


- \ ; 0 ds a6 


He that believeth not ſhall not be ſaved ; bur 


mit be baptized. 
Laſth, Baptiſm is appointed for other Ends chan only 
to be à Sign of our Faith and Repentance; tho Infants 
therefore cannot believe nor repent; can have God's Fa- 


vour ſeaPd' ty them, to be continued to em as long as they 


do not wilfully exclude themſelves from it, and they can be 


obliged to believe and repent as ſoon as they come to be ca- 


pable of ſo doing, or elſe to forfeit thoſe Privileges which 
they are the appointed Conditions of. 

This I hope is ſufficient to ſhew, That Infants not Belie- 
ving nor Repenting, is no hindrance to their Oe admit- 


ted to Baptiſm. 
II. I now proceed in the next place, che 


Grounds which the Chriſtian Church goes * 1 itting 
the Intants of her Members to . 

Theſe are in ſhort: 

That Children were always eſteem d as having the ſame 
Privileges with their Parents; fo that the Seed of thoſe 
who were God's Covenant People, have been even from the 
Beginning own'd by God, as thoſe who were in Covenant 
with him. Thus the Children of Seth, in whom was con- 


rinved the Line of the Church-ſeed, are called the Sons of 


God, to diftinguiſh-them from the Daughters of Men, the Chil- 


dren of Cain, who was caſt out of- the Church for the Mur- 


ther- of his Brother Abel : That accordingly, when py 
appointed a Sign of his Covenant, wherewith the Party en 


tred into ir ſhould be fign'd, he order'd the Children as 


well as the Parents to be fign'd with it. 
2. When Chriſt came he made no Change, but declar d, 


That little Children were of the Kingdom 2 God ; which 
if we underſtand either of the Viſible Church, which is of- 
ten call'd the Kingdom of God, or of the State of Glory, 
does either way conclude for Infants being in the Covenant, 
* chat they. are not by Chr debarr'd from that Privi- 


The Commiſſion given by our Saviour, concerning ad- 
urch, contains nothing that ex- 
cluges Infants; it principally indeed reſpects the Unbelie- 


ving Jews and Gentiles, whom the Apoſtles were immediare- 
y ſent to; however, it is conceiv'd in general Terms, in 


1 ligen infant are ele, they being a part of the all Na. 


tions ? 


ä ä ry to no purpoſe to 
w thoſe to whom God has promiſed deere of i, by 


Text, and 
Lord's Supper ar no 


were in ie belive Chriſt's coming, i 
belief, which Infants cannot be guilry of; 


fore they are ſtill Members of the Church, and in Covenant 


with God as they were before. 

Bur ſome of your Perſuaſion allow, That Infanes are ihr 
Covenant, but yet will not agree that they may be Baptized. 
This I muſt own, feems ſtrange ro me. For, why ſhould nor 


the Covenant be ſeald or confirm'd to me ec whom the 


Privileges of it belong ? You'll ſay, Infants know nothing of 
and therefore tis to no purpoſe: But why fo? © Is it, & 


* uſing that Seal which he has appointed for that purpoſe? 
© Or, is it more abſurd to Baptize thoſe inthe Name of Chriſt, 
© who know nothing at all of him, than to redeem and ſave 
* thoſe by Chriſt who know nothing at all of him? 1 
' Theſe then are the Reaſons taken from Scripture for Bap- 


rizing of Infants, ro which I could add more if my def "1 
of being ſhort would perm 


Jou uſe to Object againd] all this, Thar Infants may as 
well be admitted to the Lord's Supper, that being as well 
the Seal &f the Covenant as Baptiſm, and they as capable 
on as the other. 
ich 1 Anſwer, Firſt, By denying that Infants are d- 


> Ag nnd ue e Lord's Supper, as they are 

tho They can indeed be centred into Chriſt's 
Chu | have ſeal'd to them the Bleſſings of the 

and be obliged to the Duties of it; all 


are the main Ends of Baptiſm; bur they cannot have 
| Remembrance of Chriſt's Death, which all who 
ve the Lord's Supper are commanded to have. 

Further, There is not the like Scripture for Admi- 


niſtring the Lord's ee Sem ro Infants, as we've ſeen there is 


for admitti ro Baptiſm: It depends on one 11 
— it's queſtion d, whether i ir relate to 


rm the Covenant 


— — —— . ö — — 


— — 


(19) 


+ Some infletd in the Primitive Church, "did give the Sen- 


ment w Infants ;' but this, to ſay the worſt of it, was only & 
charitable Miſtake; they were willing that Infancs ſhould pay- 
take of all the Seals of the Divine Favour, and were not hke 
you who deprive them of all: And for my part, I ſhould 
much rather chuſe to jein with them in their Charity, than 
with you who are ſo unkind as to deny that to Infants which 
God has bcœen pleas'd in his great Kindneſs fo freely to 
veuchfafe to them. | | 

I ſhould now have done, bur youflt expect that I ſhould 
ſay ſomething in Anfwer to your Scruples concerning the 
Way of Adminiſtring this Sacrament, which you ſay ought 
to be dene by Dipping, or Plunging ver Head and Ears; and 


that this way of doing it is fo neceſſary, that Baptiſm ad- 


miniſtred any other way is no Baptiſm. 

To this I have to Anſwer, That we cannot find in the 
Scripture that our Lord has thus defined the manner of Bap- 
rizing, but only commanded waſhing with Water, and left 
the manner how indifferent, to be varied according to the ſe- 
veral Circumſtances of thoſe who were to be entred into his 
Religion, For, 


1, The Word Baptize does not ſigniſie only to Dip in all 


the New Teſtament, when the Act of Dipping is mentioned; 
another Word is uſed, as Luhe 16. 14, c. ; 

2. Baptize ſignifies any kind of Waſhing. Thus we read 
of Baptizing Beds or Tables, Mark 7. 4. And tis faid of 


the Phariſees, that they eat not except they waſh; in the 


Greek tis, except they are Baptized, | 
3. The common way of expreſſing the Act of Baptizing, 


is fuch; that it would be very improper ro underſtand it of 


Dipping as when we ſay, B:ptize with Water, it would be 


very improper to ſay, That a Man is dipp'd with, not into 


" Laſfily, The Word Baptize is uſed to expreſs: Chriſt's Bap- 
rizing with the Holy Ghoſt, and with Fire, as in Lake 3. 16. 
bur now that cannot be fo underſtood, that Chriſt f hould dip 
Men int> the Holy Ghoft, or into the Fire, bat the Holy 
Ghoſt is ſaid to be poured upon us, ſo Ads 2. 17. id. 10. 45. 
From all this it appears, that it cannot be proved by the Sig- 
nification of the Word, that tas our Saviour s mind, that 
Baptiſm ſhould always be by Dipping ; Nor do indeed your 


Writers act fairly in this Matter, when they tell you, that 


Baptize does fignifie ro Dip or Plunge, without taking my 
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that it fi t, any kind of Waſhing : And therefore 
they do i A the Tranſſators aig for — 
Tranflating it inſtead of Bapti⁊ ing, fnce they woakd 
hae ad eat — — 

W as far as our Saviour 
left unreſtrain d. 


Jou ll plead, chat the Examples of the Apoſtles who dipp'd 


_ thoſe they Baptized, is an Expoſition of the meaning of 
the Word in chis Matter. 


I Anſwer, That allowing 2 — Adminiftring of Bay- 
* Ripping. in thok imes and Countries, yet 
this does not lay any neceſſary Obligation on us to do the 


| ſame, unleſs it can be proved, that that particular Way was 


determined by Chriſt in his Inftitution of this Ordinance, 
Now this yon ſee cannot be done, ſinee as far as appears by 
his Commiſſion in this Matter, he has only commanded in 
general the waſhing of the Perſon baptized. with Water, 
without determining the Manner of it, but leaving that in- 
different, ſo that it may be varied according to our ſeveral 
Circumſtances. They who lived in choſe hot Countries might 
make uſe of Pipping, as more ſuitable to their Cuſtoms and 
Incli as being uſed to frequent Barhings : And we 
who live in a ; mpch colder Climate, where Barhings in Wa- 
45 — „ 
Wa 


Lond rel — 
Man for the Sabbath, Apd ke 
that Baptiſm was made for Man, 


of Baptiſm would ordinarily be hurtful and injurious wü 


(12) 

I Anſwer, That the being buried with Chriſt and dying 
to Sin, are only Figurative Expreſſions; the meaning 
which is, that we are obliged by our Baptiſm, to forſake all 
manner of Sin, ſo as no more to perform ir, than a dead 
Man does 
now this may be as well ſignified by pouring on Water, 
which is a Sign of our being obliged to keep our ſelves clean 
from all ſinful Acts, and not to ſuffer our ſelves to be pol- 


luted with them, as the Apoſtle expreſſes ir, Heb. 10. 22. to 
have our Hearts ſprinkled from an evil Conſcience. Farther, the 


Benefirs and Privileges of the Covenant, of which Baptiſm 


is the outward Seal, are fer out to us by the Holy Spirit, 


by the Expreſſions of Sprinkling and Pouring out, and are 


therefore beſt ſignified by thoſe Actions. Thus the Blood 
of Chriſt is call'd the Blood of Sprinkling, Heb. 12. 21. 
God promiſes concerning the Goſpel Church, Ezek. 36. 25. 
Then will J ſprinkle clean Water upon you, and ye ſhall be 
clean: And, Atts 2. 17. I will pour out in thoſe days of 
my Spirit upon them. Now then, it the Things fignified in 
Baptiſm may ſufficiently be expreſs'd in the way of ſprink- 
ling or pouring Water on the Perſon baptized, then ſure- 


ly, fince there is no Determination of — one Way parti- 


cularly, it is ſufficient that this Sign be u 
So that upon the whole I inter, Thar the particular Mode 
or Form of Baptiſm is a thing left indifferent by Chriſt, be- 
ing no where determined by him. You your ſelves allow, 
That it is indifferent whether Perſons are dipp'd Naked or in 
their Cloths, (tho I think that may fairly admit of à Di- 
ipure, ) there being as you think, no poſitive Rule for ci- 

; ſo becauſe there is no poſitive Rule for the manner 
of the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, it remains indifferent 
whether it be done by Dipping or Sprinkling. 

The Caſe being fo, that the particular Form of Baptizing 
is left indifferent, you ought to confider, whether you do 
well in laying ſuch a ſtreſs on one way of doing it, viz. by 

Dipping, as — or 3 Do 
you not as it were, preſcribe to G t ne- 
| to render his Ordinances valid, which he himſelf 
has not made ſo ? ; 

. Laſtly, On the whole confider, That if as I've prov'd, 


the Children of Believers are comprehended in the Cove- 


nant made wich their Parents, if they are capable of having 
which 


£ 


the Actions of one that is living. But 


it ſeald wich them; if they are a part of the all Nations 


o 
which God has commanded to be made Diſciples, and Bap+ - 
ized, what danger 2 incur by rejecting and deſpiſing theſe 
Little Ones which has commanded us to receive. Can 


you think your ſelves ſafe, whilſt you make ſuch a Schiſm 


and Breach in the Chriſtian Church, and promote, continue, 
and it on with ſo much Earneſtneſs and Importunity, as 
ſt 3 do? But above all, let me entreat you to con- 
ſider how you can anſwer it, to condemn all. Chriſtian 
Churches in the World as no Churches, their Ordinances as 
no Ordinances, and their Miniſtry as no Miniſtry. This is a 
piece of Uncharitableneſs which is not of an ordinary Sine, 
thus to condemn the whole Chriſtian World in grofs, and 
place them in a State of Heatheniſm, by making them Stran- 
gers to the Covenant of Promiſe. Nay, tis a Reflection on 
God himſelf, that he ſhould ſuffer his Church to fall into 
ſuch a Practice which would in time Unchurch them. For 
my part, when I ſaw the whole Chriſtian Church all 
ing in one Practice, tho' I could not perhaps preſently ſee 
reaſon for this Practice of theirs, yer I ſhould be afraid 
to condemn them as acting without any : Rather I ſhould 
diſtruſt my ſelf, as not being ſufficiently inſtructed, chan 
think that they would al agree to forſake the Rule of 

ents which by their Profeſſion they were obliged to fol- 


W 

You uſually on this occaſion, take notice of the Sin of N. 
dab and Abihu, in offering ſtrange Fire, and their Puniſhmeng 
for ſo doing mention d, Lev. 10. and from thence infer, | 
what reaſon we have to take care that we do not act with- 
out a Command in the Worſhip of God, as you e 
they did. But not now to diſpute, whether acted 
er A Calken, Burt we 
it may ri conc t to 
in de Wer of God without an expreſs Command. 
confider, whether this Example goes reach us in 
ſent caſe, We have a Warrant from God to ſign 
fants of Believers with the Ourward Sign of the Co 
ſo that we do not act without a Command 1 
Infants. But then farther, pray confider,, 
without a Command in excluding Infants ? 


duce any Warrant for you fo doing? Y 
tow of ee in ſo 


Words, and your Conſequences will not hold; 
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(14) ; 
vo arguing from a Particular to an Univerſal, beciuſe Fait 
— Repentance were required of the Unbelieving 
wicked Jews and Gentifes, in order to their being admir- 
ted to Baptiſm ; therefore none muſt be admitted to i 
without actual Believing and Repenting, You may as 
argue, tis fequired of thoſe that eat, x they ſhall work ; 
but Infams cannot work, therefote they may not cat. If 
it had been the Mind and Will of Gcd 1 tr Infants ſhould 
not be Baptized, we ſhould certainly have had ſome clearer 
Notices of it than now we have. Aeg che 3 In- 
ſtances which we have of whole Families being 1 
there would ſurely have been ſome Notice . Bier 
who were not admitted: Whereas now in all the E Xam- 
ples which we have of this kind, thete is no e 
made, but the Chief of the Family are ſaid to be ht l. 
ed with all their Honſpold; which was according to a 
known Cuſtom among the Fews, in which Religion rhe A- 
-_ s had been bred up, who when any were admitted 
ſelytes to their Religion, admitted their Children toge- 
ther with chem. 
Farther, Do you not act withour a commmd in infiſt 
ing fo much on Dipping in the Adminiſtration of this Sa- 
erament, as to eſteem that no Baptiſm which is perform- 
ed without it? Tis I think plain, That our Lord has left 
the thing indifferent. Your Writers fay, That the Greebs 
had 2 Word char fignified to Sprinkle, 4 ther ff dur Lord 
had latended that Ba m ond be adminiftred by Sprink: 
CO have Prog gr i 
Bapto, e. 1 too, e Greeks have a 
Ko = r pnifies oply co + Dip, and 
cm i our Lord had 4 defend ve fil Dip, Ty would have 
made uſe of that W Bur now he has ufed a Word 


' which fegnifies boch Dipping and $ 1 82 which he 
has Thewn, Thar we are enn lern either, as 


the reaſon of * — of the hee Church 
theſe cold C . by ing on Water 
He br which 0 Kue, had ſhe 
| Dipping ſo particularly appointed, and fo neceſſary 
| as you comend it is. But not only the Ebriſtian Church, 
but even thoſe of your, own Ferluaficn, as ro refuſing to 


| baptize Infunts, in alle, are To corre, chat Chrift 


has 


* 
9 
* 
932 _ . 
* 
* 


A. 
) 
| 
| 


make for Peace, and things 


* 
— 
: 


* « 
join'd Di aich cha al os | 
bn 8 eg. general wa among 

—_ at Amſterdam, to Baptize by pouring Water on the 
All this deſerves your ſerious Conſideration. I ſhall con- 


| clude with deſiring you, That if after all that has — 


ſaid, you have 2 Scruples remaining, you'ld not think 
them unanſwerable, becauſe you your ſelves cannot anſwer 
them, wag. > ”:u_ ſelves to thoſe that can. Twill be 
uſeful ro ſe Writings, where theſe Things are more 


largely handled, particularly thoſe mentioned below. And may 


the good God grant, that we may have all of us ſuch Tem- 
pers which may put us on f 3 things which 


nother, that ſo the God of Lowe and Peace mhay be wal 
us; nnn 


1 Fa” A leu Servant 


I 10 5 0 W 5 


The NAMES referr'd to above. 


D* Hicks's Caſe of Infant Baptiſm. | 

Dr. Asſheton's Conference with an Anabapriſt, | 

Mr. os ens Infant Baptiſm. 

Mr. Allen's eee to on and Unity. uh 

s ; Addreſs to RS tab 
the Anabaptiſts. 

Mr. — Letters in Defence of Infant Baptiſm, and 


of the Mode of Baprizing, by Sprinkling or Pouring on | 


Water. 
Mr. Walker's Modeſt Plea for Infant Baptiſm. 

——'; Treatiſe of Dipping and — 

Mr. Turner's Vindication of Infan: Baptiſm. 
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